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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to Amendment submitted/entered with filing of 
RCE on April 4, 2005 for the patent application number 09/996,901 . 

2. The pending claims 1-7, and 10-29 are examined herein as follows. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1.3-5, 7, 10-20, and 23. 24. 26 through 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Evans et al (WO 01/44918 A1 ) in view of Taylor et 
al (US Pat No 6,034,687). 

The present invention relates to the display of information messages, such as 
warning or error messages associated with various elements within the GUI. Likewise 
Evans et al (Evans) relates to selectively providing or notifying non-modal error 
information in a GUI. Evans also anticipates most of the claimed subject matter of the 
present invention as follows. 
With regard to claim 1 : 

Evans discloses a method and arrangements for providing non-modal error 
information in a graphical user interface. 
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The method includes among other things monitoring user's activities to determine 
whether message should presented to a user (page 3, lines 5-1 1 , page 6, lines 1-8 
page 7, lines 11-16, page 8, lines 5-21). 

The method also includes based on the monitored condition, such as if password 
entry is incorrect, then the authorizing program generates or selects a corresponding 
message (page 7, lines 11-16, page 8, lines 5-10). 

The method also includes monitoring the user activities also include identifying 
locating a target object (input field 110) associated with the action (password entry) 
performed by the user, to which the information contained within the notification 
message relates (page 7, lines 11-16, page 8, lines 5-22). 

The method further includes displaying notification object tip balloon 118, which 
indicates the target object (input field 110) and contains said information message 
(error information 116) corresponding to said condition (incorrect password entry), in a 
persistent manner until dismissed or deactivated by a user (via clicking/selecting) or 
until it disappears within a predetermined time period while enabling the user to 
continue interaction with an application program corresponding to said target (input 
field 1 1 0) (page 7, lines 1 1 -page 8, lines 2, page 8, lines 1 1 -22). 

Although Evans describes his invention under graphical user interface 
environment incorporating windows, wherein minimizing, maximizing, closing etc are 
typical user actions on a displayed windows. But Evans does not teach "selectively 
displaying said notification object in a second, collapsed state having a reduced size 
relative to said first state." However, Taylor discloses notification message box (e.g., 
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Figs. 9F (a) and (b)) (column 19, lines 20-34). As illustrated in the Figs., the notification 
message box can be minimized by pressing the typical minimized button as shown in 
the message box. Thus, minimizing the message box creates said second display state 
(i.e., collapsed state) as claimed. 

Evans and Taylor are analogous art because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, graphical user interface. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to provide the tip balloon (notification object) of Evans with the minimizing 
feature of the notification message box of Taylor will enable user to view the entire 
displayed information. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Evans with Taylor to obtain 
the invention as specified in claim 1 . 
With regard to claim 3: 

Evans in view of Taylor discloses said tip balloon 118 (notification object) 
comprises an error message 116 (Fig. 2). 
With regard to claim 4: 

Evans in view of Taylor discloses said tip balloon 118 (notification object) 
comprises reminder information 116 (notification) (page 7, lines 6-10). 
With regard to claim 5: 

Evans in view of Taylor discloses said balloon 118 (notification object) includes a 
speech bubble having a cartouche, which points to the target (Fig. 2) 
With regard to claim 7: 
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Evans in view of Taylor further discloses displaying message balloon 118 also 
includes generating system beep (an audio indicator) (page 7, lines 17-21). 
With regard to claim 10: 

Evans in view of Taylor further discloses displaying said notification object in 
collapsible state in response to a mouse event (see Taylor, Figs. 9F (a) and (b), As 
illustrated in the Figs. Figs. 9F (a) and (b), clicking the minimize button sends the 
notification message box to said second state (i.e., collapsible state). 
With regard to claims 11 and 12: 

Evans in view of Taylor further discloses said notification object contains control 
icons or buttons, and in response to a click and/or a keyboard command on to a 
minimize icon or button the notification object will be displayed in collapsible state 
(Taylor, Figs. 9F (a) and (b). 
With regard to claim 13: 

Evans in view of Taylor further discloses that the tip balloon (notification object) is 
persistent and remains displayed until user corrects the incorrect password entered to 
the to the input field 1 10. Again, if the user does not retype/enter the correct password 
to the input field 1 10 the tip balloon will reappear again until the incorrect password 
(condition) is removed (page 7, lines 11-23). 
With regard to claim 14: 

As illustrated in I Fig. 2, and as described in page 3, lines 7 — 1 1 , Evans in view of 
Taylor further discloses that the tip balloon (notification object) is displaced from said 
target object so that it does not interfere (obscure) said target object. 
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With regard to claims 1 5: 

Evans in view of Taylor further discloses that said tip balloon (notification object), 
is non-modal and enables the user to continue interaction with an application program 
corresponding to said target while said object is being displayed (Abstract, page 3, 
lines 1-11). 

With regard to claim 16: 

Evans in view of Taylor further discloses that since said tip balloon (notification 
object) is a non-modal (or modeless), it enables a user to interact with application 
programs other than the application program (such as selectable user areas 106a-b 
(Fig. 2, page 6, lines 17-23) corresponding to said target, while said object is being 
displayed. 

With regard to claim 17: 

As illustrated in Fig. 2, Evans in view of Taylor displays the tip balloon 118 (the 
notification object) when an application associated with said target is active (see the 
active target input field 110). On the other hand since the selectable user areas 106a-b 
are not active a tip balloon is not displayed nearby these selectable user areas or 
icons. 

With regard to claim 18: 

Independent claim 18 corresponds generally to independent claim 1 and recites 
similar features in system form, and therefore is rejected under the same rationale. 
With regard to claim 19: 
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Evans discloses a graphical user interface element (GUI display 100, Fig, 2) for 
providing a user with information (102, 106a-b, 116, etc) regarding a computer 
application being executed (e.g., logon with password prompt 108), comprising a non- 
modal tip balloon (118) (notification object) containing an indication mechanism (in the 
form of a speech bubble, 118) which forms part of said object and points to a target 
within said computer application with which the computer notification object is 
associated (also see page 6, lines 1-23), said user interface element being displayed in 
' a first state (i.e., not minimized state) that contains information relating to said target 
(Evans , Fig. 2). 

Although Evans describes his invention under graphical user interface 
environment incorporating windows, wherein minimizing, maximizing, closing etc are 
typical user actions on a displayed windows. But Evans does not disclose selectively 
switching said user interface to a second, collapsed display state that omits at least 
some of said information. 

However, Taylor discloses notification message box (e.g., Figs. 9F (a) and (b), 
column 19, lines 20-34). As illustrated in the Figs. 9F (a) and (b) the notification 
message box can be minimized by pressing the typical minimized button as shown in 
the message box. Thus, minimizing the message box creates said second display state 
(i.e., collapsed state) as claimed. 

Evans and Taylor are analogous art because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, graphical user interface. 
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At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to provide the tip balloon (notification object) of Evans with the minimizing 
feature of the graphical user interface or message box of Taylor will enable user to view 
the entire displayed information without obscuring the underneath information object. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Evans with Taylor to obtain 
the invention as specified in claim 19. 
With regard to claim 20: 

Evans in view of Taylor further discloses the GUI 100 providing textual 
information (error informationl 16, Fig. 2) to the user. 
With regard to claim 23: 

Evans in view of Taylor discloses a tip balloon (notification object) with said 
indication mechanism (in the form of a speech bubble) comprises a cartouche (see Fig. 
2, 118). 

With regard to claim 24: 

Evans in view of Taylor further discloses displaying message balloon 1 1 8 also 
includes generating system beep (an audio indicator) to a user (page 7, lines 17-21 ). 
With regard to claim 26: 

Independent claim 26 corresponds generally to independent claim 1 and recites 
similar features in storage medium form, and therefore is rejected under the same 
rationale. 

With regard to claim 27: 
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As illustrated in Fig. 2, and as described in page 6, lines 1-23, and page 7, lines 
3-16, Evans in view of Taylor discloses receiving an action performed on a computer 
(GUI display 100) by a user, such as entering/typing a password (Fig. 2), then based on 
the user entry the information to be provided to the user is determined. 
With regard to claim 28: 

Evans in view of Taylor further discloses that the user interface element is 
switched to said collapsible state in response to user interaction with said icon (i.e., by 
selecting the minimized button/icon within the message box) (Taylor, Figs. 9F (a) and 
(b) )■ 

With regard to claim 29: 

Evans in view of Taylor further discloses that the notification object includes a 
control element (i.e., minimize button), and the notification object is displayed in said 
collapsed stat in response to user activation of said control element (Taylor, , Figs. 9F 
(a) and (b) ). 

4. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Evans et 
al (WO 01/4491 8 A1 ) in view of Taylor et al (US Pat No 6.034,687) further in view of 
Webb (Pub No US 2003/001 1639). 
With regard to claim 2: 

While Evans in view of Taylor discloses balloon 118 (notification object) including 
error messages, suggestions (page 6, line 6, and reminder information (page 7, line 9), 
but the balloon 118 does not show a warning. 
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Webb discloses a non-modal dialog box, which may also include text or a 
message (e.g., an alert warning or error message) to the user 114 (paragraph [0010]). 

Webb, Evans and Taylor are analogous art because they are from the same field 
of endeavor that is graphical user interface. 

At time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art to substitute the warning messages of Webb for the error messages of Evans 
in view of Taylor because Webb teaches that such warning messages warn of 
potentially harmful actions to the user of the system (paragraph [0008]). 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide instructions 
through warning messages. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Webb with Evans and Taylor 
to obtain the invention as specified in claim 2. 

5. Claims 6. 21 , 22, and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Evans et al (WO 01/44918 A1 ) in view of Taylor et al (US Pat No 

6,034,687) further in view of Wishoff (Pub No US 2002/0051 01 7). 

With regard to claims 6 and 25: 

Evans in view of Taylor discloses automatically bringing in and removing the 
message balloon 118 (notification object) to and from the display, this act of bringing in 
and removing the message balloon is not quite an animation motion. Thus, Evans in 
view of Taylor does not disclose expressly that the displaying includes providing a 
video animation sequence. Wishoff discloses displaying animations on the desktop. 
Wishoff also discloses when notifying users of events or conditions, small animations 
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are played in place of the icon and a message is displayed in a single-line text window 
called the notify window (see paragraphs [0060], [0124] and [0128]. 

Wishoff, Evans and Taylor are analogous art because they are from the same 
field of endeavor, notification for the graphical user interface environment. 

At time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art to provide the message balloon 1 18 of Evans in view of Taylor with animation 
sequence during display in order to alert the user that the application wants the user's 
attention (see Wishoff, paragraph [0060]). 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to get the user's 
attention. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Wishoff with Evans in view of 
Taylor to obtain the invention as specified in claims 6 and 25. 
With regard to claims 20 and 21 : 

While Evans in view of Taylor indicates that other information could be provided 
through tip balloon 118 (page 6, lines 7-8), but Evans in view of Taylor is silent in 
mentioning the other information. 

However, Wishoff discloses a notification object that comprises a selectable icon or 
button (see paragraphs [0010], [0060], [0124] and [0140]). 

Wishoff, Evans and Taylor are analogous art because they are from the same 
field of endeavor, notification for a graphical user interface environment 

At time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art to provide the tip balloon 1 1 8 of Evans in view of Taylor with selectable icon 
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or button during display in order to alert the user that the application wants immediate 
user's attention (see Wishoff, paragraph [0060]). 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to get an immediate 
response/attention from the user. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Wishoff with Evans and Taylor 
to obtain the invention as specified in claims 21 and 22. 



6. Applicant's arguments with respect to the pending claims have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to Tadesse Hailu, whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4051 . The Examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 10:00 - 630 ET. If attempts 
to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's supervisor, John 
Cabeca, can be reached at (571 ) 272-4048 Art Unit 21 73. 

8. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is 
(703) 305-3900. 



Response to Arguments 



Conclusion 



Tadesse Hailu 
Patent Examiner 
Art unit 2173 




